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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-9, 12, and 15-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Suyama et al. (Patent No.: US 7,002,532) in view of Sullivan (Patent No.: US 6,377,229). 

Regarding claims 1, 2, 20, and 21, Suyama teaches a display apparatus comprising: a 
plurality of display devices (2102 and 2103, fig. 34) disposed on a line of sight of an observer 
(2101) in front and rear relation to one another for superposing and displaying a plurality of 
images on an object to be displayed on said line of sight (col. 26, lines 4-43); 

an intensity adjustment device (2104) for adjusting intensity of light emitted by at least 
one display device of said plurality of display devices so that the intensity difference between the 
light having maximum intensity in an observation position of said observer and the light having 
minimum intensity in said observation position of light respectively emitted by said plurality of 
devices may fall within a first predetermined range (col. 26, lines 44-62). 

Suyama differs from claim 1 in that he does not specifically teach " a chromaticity 
adjustment device . . .a second predetermined range". 

Sullivan teaches a chromaticity adjustment device (18, fig. 1) for adjusting chromaticity 
of light emitted by said one display device (i.e., 36) so that chromaticity coordinates in a 
observation position (12) of the light emitted by the respective arbitrarily selected two display 
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devices (i.e., 36 and 38) of said plurality of display devices (36-42) of the light respectively 
emitted by said plurality of display devices distribute within a second predetermined range (fig. 
16, col. 17, lines 31-65 and col. 24, lines 31-53). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the chromaticity 
adjustment device as taught by Sullivan in the system of Suyama in order to generate transition 
between portions of the color image display. 

Regarding claims 3 and 4, Suyama teaches said maximum intensity is CI (the intensity of 
the object on 2102) and said minimum intensity is C2 (the intensity of the object on 2103) (col. 
2, lines 54-61, col. 26, lines 4-56), although Suyama does not specifically teach said intensity 
difference is expressed by (C1-C2)/(C1+C2), and said first predetermined range is equal to or 
less than 0.15 and less than 0.075. However, Suyama suggest the intensity level can be adjusted 
freely in different levels (col. 27, lines 24-33). Therefore, it would have been obvious to obtain 
the range is <= 0.15 or <0.075 in order to prevent a existence of the variation in intensity. 

Regarding claims 5 and 6, the combination of Suyama and Sullivan teaches the 
chromaticity coordinates are chromaticity coordinates indicated by the XYZ color system, and 
said second predetermined range is a range in which the difference between x coordinates and 
the difference between y coordinates of said chromaticity coordinates (col. 24, lines 31-53 of 
Sullivan). Although Suyama does not specifically teach the range is equal to or less than 0.06 or 
0.03 respectively. However, it would have been obvious to obtain this range in order to prevent 
an existence of the variation transition between portions of the color image display. 

Regarding claims 7 and 9, the combination of Suyama and Sullivan teaches said plurality 
of display devices can perform display in R, G, and B colors, and at least one of said intensity 
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adjustment device and said chromaticity adjustment device performs adjustment on the light with 
respect to the R, G, and B colors (col. 18, line 58 to col. 19, line 5 of Sullivan). 

Regarding claim 8, Suyama teaches said intensity adjustment device performs adjustment 
on white light emitted by said one display device (col. 11, lines 6-16). 

Regarding claim 12, the combination of Suyama and Sullivan teaches gradients of 
intensity change within the respective screens of said plurality of display devices are equal to 
each other (col. 11, lines 5-50 of Suyama). 

Regarding claim 15, Suyama teaches said intensity adjustment device performs 
adjustment by rewriting image information on at least one of intensity and chromaticity that said 
one display device has (col. 22, lines 1-35). 

Regarding claim 16, the combination of Suyama and Sullivan teaches an input device 
(14) that can input an instruction for adjusting chromaticity of said light, wherein said 
chromaticity adjustment device performs adjustment according to said instruction (col. 5, lines 
29-37, col. 18, line 58 to col. 19, line 5 of Sullivan). 

Regarding claim 17, the combination of Suyama and Sullivan teaches at least display 
devices other than a display device disposed most rearward seen from said observer of said 
plurality of display devices are constituted by a translucent display device (col. 29, lines 22-27 of 
Sullivan). 

Regarding claim 18, the combination of Suyama and Sullivan teaches said translucent 
display device is a liquid crystal display device (col. 6, lines 49-53 of Sullivan). 

Regarding claim 19, the combination of Suyama and Sullivan teaches said plurality of 
display devices include a display device constituted by a half mirror (col. 50, lines 29-39 of 
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Suyama). 

3. Claims 10, 11, 13, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Suyama et al. (Patent No.: US 7,002,532) in view of Sullivan (Patent No.: US 6,377,229) and 
further in view of Okazaki et al. (Patent No.: US 6,41 1,047). 

Regarding claim 10, the combination of Suyama and Sullivan differs from claim 10 in 
that it does not specifically teach said chromaticity adjustment device performs adjustment on 
the light emitted by respective screen piece units as units into which said one display device is 
divided within its screen. 

Okazaki teaches a chromaticity adjustment device performs adjustment on the light 
emitted by respective screen piece units as units into which said one display device is divided 
within its screen (col. 4, line 7-16, col. 4, line 65 to col. 5, line 3). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the 
screen piece units as taught by Okazaki in the system of the combination of Suyama and Sullivan 
in order to drive the display images more efficiently. 

Regarding claim 1 1, the combination of Suyama, Sullivan, and Okazaki teaches said 
screen piece unit is a group of a plurality of pixels in said one display device (col. 4, line 7-16, 
fig. 2). 

Regarding claims 13 and 14, the combination of Suyama, Sullivan, and Okazaki teaches 
said chromaticity adjustment device adjusts the chromaticity of said light so that color 
irregularities of said one display device and color irregularities of another display device of said 
plurality of display devices may have the same tendency to each other (col. 7, lines 15-19 of 
Okazaki). 
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4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered to pertinent applicant's 
disclosure-Patent No.: US 5,745,197 and 6,906,762. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jennifer T. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-7696. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri: 9:00am-5 :30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard A. Hjerpe can be reached on 571-272-7691. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Jennifer Nguyen 
3/28/07 
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